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is as bright as an early summer morning sun-
rise over the Appalachian hills. 

Today, and every day, West Virginians 
thank the Lord for our bountiful blessings. We 
are kindred spirits, bound together in loyalty 
and love for our fine state. And everyday, 
wherever we may roam, we think of ‘‘happy 
home’’ and that place among the hills that 
truly is ‘‘Almost Heaven.’’ 
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SBA ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVEL-
OPMENT PROGRAMS ACT OF 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DONALD A. MANZULLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 20, 2007 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in re-
luctant opposition to the SBA Entrepreneurial 
Development Programs Act of 2007. I am a 
strong supporter of Small Business Develop-
ment Centers (SBDCs). These centers con-
tinue to do a lot of good work to promote job 
creation and small business development 
throughout our nation. There are three SBDCs 
that serve constituents in the 16th District of Il-
linois and they do phenomenal work in often-
times a difficult local economic climate with 
limited resources. But I fear that the various 
SBDC bills we debate this week may kill the 
program with kindness. 

The bills all taken together proposes to cre-
ate nine new grant initiatives within the SBDC 
program. According to the non-partisan Con-
gressional Budget Office (CBO), the bills 
would add $122 million in additional spending 
in Fiscal Year 2008 alone and $365 million 
over the next five fiscal years. When you con-
sider that the Democrat-controlled House Ap-
propriations Financial Services Subcommittee 
recently provided a generous increase of $11 
million for the regular SBDC program to reach 
$100 million for Fiscal Year 2008, these bills 
taken together proposes to more than double 
the size of the SBDC program. In an era of 
tight budgets, I don’t think any program de-
serves a 122 percent increase. 

I am sympathetic to many of these initia-
tives. I am particularly supportive of making 
sure that Small Business Administration (SBA) 
employees do not interfere in hiring decisions 
of local SBDCs. I also support provisions in 
Section 207 to require more information, pri-
marily through Internet Web-based tech-
nologies, about regulatory compliance to small 
business owners. 

But there are still significant outstanding 
budgetary issues. Throughout my tenure as 
the former Chairman of the House Small Busi-
ness Committee, I tried numerous times to 
see the National Regulatory Assistance and 
the Native American Entrepreneurial Assist-
ance SBDC initiatives, among others, become 
law. Last year, we reached a common-sense 
consensus that in order to get these new ini-
tiatives into law, the high $135 million author-
ization level for the overall SBDC program 
should be proportionally reduced. However, 
that consensus is not in these bills that we are 
debating this week. I find it odd that the ‘‘pay- 
go’’ fiscal conservative rhetoric of the Demo-
crats is not met by reality. There are no 
spending offsets in these bills. 

Some of these initiatives also are duplicative 
of existing Federal programs. For example, 

the Manufacturing Extension Partnership 
(MEP) program administered by the Depart-
ment of Commerce through local centers 
across the nation offers the very same serv-
ices that are outlined in Section 203 of H.R. 
2359. The National Veterans Business Devel-
opment Corporation (or Vets Corp) offers the 
same services as those being proposed in 
H.R. 2366. 

I also have concern that some of the provi-
sions in H.R. 2359 go beyond the mission of 
SBDCs, which historically has been primarily 
targeted at helping new or struggling small 
businesses. For example, Section 206 re-
quires that SBDC grant recipients ‘‘shall also 
attempt to negotiate lower health insurance 
premiums for small business concerns that 
seek the assistance of the recipient.’’ In my 
view, it is not the role of SBDCs to get in-
volved in the pricing health insurance pre-
miums. Section 204 of H.R. 2359 establishes 
a new program to help transition so-called 
‘‘mature’’ small businesses even though there 
is no definition of what the authors of this leg-
islation mean by ‘‘transition’’ or ‘‘mature’’ small 
business. Again, I don’t think it is the role of 
SBDCs to be involved in initiatives that could 
result in the closure of small businesses. 

I also fear that creating these nine new ini-
tiatives all at once will give false hope to 
SBDCs seeking to receive these grants. 
These initiatives will not start until a specific 
amount separate from the regular SBDC ap-
propriation is allocated from the Appropriations 
Committee. In principle, this is a good policy 
to help insure that the money to run the reg-
ular SBDC program is not raided to fund these 
new initiatives. However, noting that the Dem-
ocrat-controlled House Appropriations Finan-
cial Services Subcommittee just provided a 
long-overdue increase for the regular SBDC 
program, I seriously doubt that any of these 
specific SBDC initiatives will be funded at a 
significant level in the near future, further di-
minishing the expectations behind this legisla-
tion. 

Finally, these nine new initiatives create 
many hoops for local SBDCs to jump through 
in order to qualify for these grants. These bills 
will create a paperwork and accounting night-
mare for SBDCs to keep track of various 
grants, particularly if they apply and receive 
multiple awards under different initiatives, for 
the programs they administer. In retrospect, it 
is probably best that Congress provides an 
overall increase in the appropriation for the 
regular SBDC program and then require that 
all SBDCs provide some services (even if it is 
to network with another specialized SBDC or 
another Federal partner such as a local MEP 
center or the Vets Corp) in the nine issue 
areas outlined in H.R. 2359, H.R. 2366, and 
H.R. 2284 as opposed to the micro-manage-
ment approach as contained in these bills. 

Mr. Speaker, last year, I predicted that if 
Democrats took over control of Congress, 
spending on the Small Business Administra-
tion (SBA) would dramatically increase. Never 
in my wildest dreams did I think they would be 
so brazen. Elections do matter. Thus far this 
year, the CBO estimates that the Democrat- 
controlled House Small Business Committee 
has authorized $5.4 billion in new spending 
over the next 5 years—$1.379 billion in fiscal 
year 2008 alone. With these bills on the sus-
pension calendar this week, proposed spend-
ing on the SBA will grow once again. All to-
taled, the CBO estimates that spending on the 

SBA will increase by nearly $5.8 billion over 4 
years and $1.525 billion in fiscal year 2008 
alone. To put this massive spending increase 
in perspective, the House Appropriations Fi-
nancial Services Subcommittee recommends 
providing $582 million in total spending on the 
SBA in fiscal year 2008. I urge my colleagues 
to stand up for fiscal responsibility and to pre-
vent mission-creep within the SBDC network 
by voting against these bills. 
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CALLING ON UNITED NATIONS SE-
CURITY COUNCIL TO CHARGE 
IRANIAN PRESIDENT WITH CER-
TAIN VIOLATIONS BECAUSE OF 
HIS CALLS FOR DESTRUCTION 
OF ISRAEL 

SPEECH OF 

HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 18, 2007 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I voted 
‘‘present’’ on H. Con. Res. 21 because I be-
lieve it dilutes the definition of genocide and 
would ratchet up tensions with Iran without 
any likelihood of actually doing anything about 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s dangerous anti- 
Semitism and Iran’s ability to inflict harm on 
Israel. Instead, we need a new framework for 
relations with Iran that advances our interests 
and values through engagement and support 
for the Iranian people. At a time when we 
haven’t dealt meaningfully with the serious 
and ongoing genocide in Darfur, I am not con-
vinced it advances our long-term interest in 
strengthening the international legal regime 
against mass killing by defining another Mus-
lim leader’s call for Israel’s destruction as 
genocide. 
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A TRIBUTE TO ANGEL ROSARIO 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 20, 2007 

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in recognition of Angel Rosario. Angel was 
born in 1960 in Brooklyn, New York. He grad-
uated from John Jay High School in 1979, 
where he earned All-City Honors in baseball in 
1978 and 1979. After high school, Angel 
played baseball at Long Island University 
where he was named a collegiate all-star in 
1982. 

In 1997, Angel graduated with a Bachelor of 
Science in Community Health from Empire 
State College. While working towards his de-
gree, Angel became heavily involved with the 
New York City Department of Health HIV Bu-
reau. He worked with the Bureau for 9 years, 
from 1990 through 1999; he spent 7 of those 
years in the Managed Care field. 

Currently, Angel serves as a Marketing Di-
rector for Healthfirst which operates in hos-
pitals that are under the direction of the Health 
Hospital Corporation. Angel has kept himself 
busy by working closely with his community 
for the past 25 years. He oversees Summer 
Day Programs, Beacon Programs and After 
School Programs. He works with both senior 
citizens as a Social Service Worker, and with 
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